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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Objections 

1. Claim 16 is objected to because of the following informalities: The phrase 'the 
control device' should read -the controller- in order to overcome the lack of antecedent 
basis. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claims 1-3 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Sollo (U.S. 5,603,677). Referring to claim 1, Sollo discloses a mobile body suspension 
device comprising a frame (38) having a plurality of wheels (36), a body lift system 
including a harness (98) being selectively adjustable by a user therein (see column 9, 
lines 9-25 and col. 6, lines 23-29), a handlebar (28) disposed adjacent to the user and 
exentidn to one ore more of the wheels for selectively steering the device (note 
handlebars extend to wheels via (50) and (42), in as much as Applicant's handlebars 
'extend' toward the wheels the handlebar of Sollo extends towards the wheels, and 
furthermore the handlebars can be used to 'selectively steer' the device forwards or 
backwards), and a brake system including a brake operably connected to at least one 
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wheel and a brake actuator accessible to the user (col. 3, lines 33-38). Referring to 
claim 2, Sollo teaches as broadly construed, an arching member (top portion of frame 
(38) defines an arch) extending between generally parallel lower members (42) having 
the wheels operably coupled thereto. Referring to claim 3, Sollo teaches the body lift 
system including a support frame (54) attached to the arching member above the 
harness. Referring to claim 1 1 , absent further limitation, and as best understood, Sollo 
teaches the device with wheels capable for use outdoors on uneven surfaces. 
4. Claims 12, 14-17, and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being 
anticipated by Martin et al. (U.S. 6,302,828). Referring to claim 12, Martin discloses a 
mobile suspension exercise device, comprising a frame (4) having a plurality of wheels 
(2), a body lift system (9) including a cable of adjustable length (see col. 4, lines 12-45) 
extending from the frame and coupled to a harness (col. 3, lines 43-46), a motor 
operably coupled to the cable (col. 6, lines 12-20), a controller (56) accessible to a user 
in the harness for actuating the motor to selectively raise and lower the harness to 
unload and load the weight on the user's feet while operating the device, and a 
handlebar (5) extending to one or more of the wheels for selectively steering the device 
(note handlebars extend to wheels via (1) and the perpendicularly attached member, 
therefore, in as much as Applicant's handlebars 'extend' toward the wheels the 
handlebar of Martin extends towards the wheels, and furthermore the handlebars can 
be used to 'selectively steer' the device forwards or backwards). Referring to claim 14, 
as broadly interpreted, Martin discloses the frame comprising an arching member (top 
portion of frame defines an arching member) extending between generally parallel lower 
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members (1) having wheels (2) operably coupled thereto. Referring to claim 15, Martin 
discloses a support frame (23) attached to the arching member above the harness and 
supporting at least a portion of the cable (rope). Referring to claim 16, Martin discloses 
a winch (crank shaft) operably connected to the control device, motor and the cable for 
adjusting the length of the cable (col. 6, lines 11-35). Referring to claim 20, absent 
further limitation, and as best understood, Martin teaches the device with wheels 
capable for use outdoors on uneven surfaces. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 4-7 and 13 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Martin in view of Sollo. Referring to claims 4-5, Martin teaches a mobile suspension 
exercise device, comprising a frame (4) having a plurality of wheels (2) a body lift 
system (9) including a harness (col. 3, lines 43-46) extending from the frame and being 
selectively adjustable by a user therein (col. 4, lines 45-60), a handlebar (5) extending 
to one or more of the wheels for selectively steering the device (note handlebars extend 
to wheels via (1) and the perpendicularly attached member, therefore, in as much as 
Applicant's handlebars 'extend' toward the wheels the handlebar of Martin extends 
towards the wheels, and furthermore the handlebars can be used to 'selectively steer' 
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the device forwards or backwards), and a cable of adjustable length (col. 6, lines 1 1-35). 
Martin fails to teach a brake system including a brake operably connected to at least 
one wheel and a brake actuator accessible to the user. Sollo teaches the desirability of 
providing at a brake system operably connected to at least one wheel and a brake 
actuator accessible to the user (col. 3, lines 33-38). It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to provide the Martin device with a 
brake system as taught by Sollo in order to prevent unwanted rolling of the device. 
Referring to claim 5, Martin teaches a motor operably coupled to the cable (col. 6, lines 
12-20), Referring to claim 6, Martin teaches a winch (crank shaft) operably connected 
to the motor and the cable for adjusting the length of the cable (col. 6, lines 1 1-35). 
Referring to claim 7, Martin teaches a controller accessible to the user for controlling the 
motor (56). 

Referring to claim 13, Martin teaches the claimed invention except for a brake 
system including a brake operably connected to at least one wheel and a brake actuator 
accessible to the user. Sollo teaches the desirability of providing at a brake system 
operably connected to at least one wheel and a brake actuator accessible to the user 
(col. 3, lines 33-38). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of invention to provide the Martin device with a brake system as taught by Sollo in 
order to prevent unwanted rolling of the device. 

7. Claims 8 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Martin in view of Sollo as applied to claims 4 and 12 above, and further in view of Hall 
(U.S. 5,667,461). Referring to claims 8 and 17, Martin as modified by Sollo teaches the 



Application/Control Number: 10/621,118 Page 6 

Art Unit: 3764 

claimed invention, but fails to teach a spring interconnecting the harness and the cable. 
Hall teaches in column 5, lines 12-30, the desirability of providing a spring to 
interconnect a cable and harness in an ambulatory assembly. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the to provide the harness of Martin with a spring 
interconnecting the harness to the cable as taught by Hall in order to maintain constant 
tension along the assembly. 

8. Claims 9-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Sollo in view of Higer (U.S. 5,526,893). Referring to claim 9, Sollo teaches the claimed 
invention except for a motor operably coupled to a wheel for propelling the device. 
Higer teaches in column 8, lines 35-50, that it is desirable to provide a motor operably 
coupled to a wheel in a physical therapy device in order to aid in propelling the device. 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
provide the Sollo device with a motor as taught by Higer in order to help aid a disabled 
or rehabilitating person in propelling, the walker. With respect to claim 10 Sollo does not 
teach a throttle control switch, however, note that Higer teaches in column 8, lines 6-15 
a throttle control switch (power control switch means) capable of varying speeds. 
Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to provide Sollo with a throttle switch to control speed as taught by Higer in 
order to allow user desired adjustment of power/speed. 

9. Claims 18-19 and 21-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Martin in view of Sollo and further in view of Higer (U.S. 5,526,893). 
The modified Martin teaches the claimed invention, but lacks a motor operably coupled 
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to a wheel for propelling the device. Higer teaches in column 8, lines 35-50, that it is 
desirable to provide a motor operably coupled to a wheel in a physical therapy device in 
order to aid in propelling the device. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of invention to provide the modified Martin device with a motor as 
taught by Higer in order to help aid a disabled or rehabilitating person in propelling the 
walker. With respect to claim 10, Martin does not teach a throttle control switch, 
however, note that Higer teaches in column 8, lines 6-15 a throttle control switch (power 
control switch means) capable of varying speeds. Therefore it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to provide Martin with a 
throttle switch to control speed as taught by Higer in order to allow user desired 
adjustment of power/speed. 

Referring to claim 21 , Martin discloses a mobile suspension exercise device, 
comprising a frame (4) having a plurality of wheels (2) capable of traveling on uneven 
surfaces, a body lift system (9) including a cable of adjustable length (see col. 4, lines 
12-45) extending from the frame and coupled to a harness (col. 3, lines 43-46), a motor 
operably coupled to the cable (col. 6, lines 12-20), a controller (56) accessible to a user 
in the harness for actuating the motor to selectively raise and lower the harness to 
unload and load the weight on the user's feet while operating the device, and a 
handlebar (5) extending to one or more of the wheels for selectively steering the device 
(note handlebars extend to wheels via (1) and the perpendicularly attached member, 
therefore, in as much as Applicant's handlebars 'extend' toward the wheels the 
handlebar of Martin extends towards the wheels, and furthermore the handlebars can 
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be used to 'selectively steer' the device forwards or backwards). Martin fails to teach a 
brake system including a brake operably connected to at least one wheel and a brake 
actuator accessible to the user. Sollo teaches the desirability of providing at a brake 
system operably connected to at least one wheel and a brake actuator accessible to the 
user (col. 3, lines 33-38). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of invention to provide the Martin device with a brake system as taught by Sollo 
in order to prevent unwanted rolling of the device. Martin further fails to teach a motor 
operably coupled to a wheel for propelling the device. Higer teaches in column 8, lines 
35-50, that it is desirable to provide a motor operably coupled to a wheel in a physical 
therapy device in order to aid in propelling the device with a throttle switch for controlling 
the motor (col. 8, lines 6-1 5. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of invention to provide the modified Martin device with a motor and 
throttle switch as taught by Higer in order to help aid a disabled or rehabilitating person 
in propelling the walker while allowing the user to control the. speed. Referring to claim 
22, as broadly interpreted, Martin discloses the frame comprising an arching member 
(top portion of frame defines an arching member) extending between generally parallel 
lower members (1) having wheels (2) operably coupled thereto. Referring to claim 23, 
Martin discloses a support frame (23) attached to the arching member above the 
harness and supporting at least a portion of the cable (rope). Referring to claim 24, 
Martin discloses a winch (crank shaft) operably connected to the control device, motor 
and the cable for adjusting the length of the cable (col. 6, lines 11-35). 
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10. Claim 25 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Martin in 
view of Sollo and Higer as applied to claim 21 above, and further in view of Hall. The 
modified Martin teaches the claimed invention but fails to teach a spring interconnecting 
the harness and the cable. Hall teaches in column 5, lines 12-30, the desirability of 
providing a spring to interconnect a cable and harness in an ambulatory assembly. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the to provide the harness of Martin 
with a spring interconnecting the harness to the cable as taught by Hall in order to 
maintain constant tension along the assembly. 

Conclusion 

1 1 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Shaffer et al. (U.S. 4,619,462) teaches a cycle apparatus 
propelled by a user. Rodenborn (5,168,947) and Perkins (4,280,578) disclose 
examples of motorized walkers. Ethridge (4,985,947) and Mennesson (4,463,817) 
provide other examples of ambulating walkers. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Fenn C. Mathew whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4978. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 9:00am - 5:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Gregory Huson can be reached on (571) 272-4887. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 



Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
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